n recent years, energy security has been high on Europe's agenda. The dependence on Russian gas and oil began to concern European countries when it became clear that Moscow's near-monopolistic position as an energy supplier has enabled it to interfere in other countries' domestic and foreign affairs. In Well-Oiled Diplomacy: Strategic Manipulation and Russia's Energy Statecraft in Eurasia, Adam N. Stulberg offers his understanding of how Russia's energy endowments translate into a source of influence over other states.
Energy supplies to Europe have turned Russia into a powerful regional and global player. What puzzles Stulberg is that, despite Russia's economic and geostrategic dominance in the post-Soviet space, it has "both succeeded remarkably and failed miserably at securing compliance across sectors and states throughout Eurasia" (14). Stulberg's well-written theoretical framework draws on numerous theories, such as rational choice, new institutionalism, and prospect theory, which by themselves are unable to account for the varied outcomes of Russia's attempts to reassert its presence in the region. Stulberg is dissatisfied with the theories that concentrate exclusively on inducement and coercion and points out the need to broaden the definition of "soft" dimensions to include international security by introducing the concept of strategic manipulation (1). Its essence lies in restructuring "a target's decision situation, alignment choices, and risks to maximize the appeal of a favorable outcome or minimize the appeal of an unfavorable" one (1). Thus, influence can be exercised even before the actual decisions are made by altering the decision-making agenda of the targets (6). The attention to risk in decision making allows Stulberg to go beyond rational choice's traditional emphasis on utility maximization. By analyzing Russia's standing in gas, oil, and nuclear sectors vis-à-vis southern NIS states, Stulberg argues that an initiator's market power in a specific energy sector and operation within a clearly delineated regulatory system at home enables it to shape a target's decision-making context in such a way that "strategic compliance holds out more favorable prospects than noncompliance" (37). The inability of a state to marshal one or both independent variables can lead to either defiance or mutual accommodation (14). In the debate about the influence of globalization on the state, Stulberg clearly stands on the side of those who argue that the state remains a relevant actor despite the increasing influence of other nonstate actors.
The book has a very clear structure; the argument is lucidly stated and flows well through the text. Stulberg is explicit about what he aims to do through his research. He is also meticulous in the selection and explanation of methodological tools he uses to answer his research question. The factual richness of the book is ensured by the process tracing in which Stulberg engages (57). It is also conceptually rich and its author is scrupulous in explaining the concepts he uses and placing them in a broader context.
While the attention to issues of soft power is clearly a strength of Well-Oiled Diplomacy, its possible omission is insufficient incorporation of the specific characteristics of I the target states into the theoretical framework. For example, differences in institutional setup can affect their decision-making process. The author seems to assume a great degree of universality about the target states, distinguishing primarily between those that are in the domain of gains and those in the domain of losses (55). The relationship between the initiator and the target states could be more reciprocal than Stulberg assumes, however, and target states could be initiators in their own right. While sectoral analysis allows Stulberg to demonstrate Russia's mixed success in different spheres, in reality it would be difficult to make such a clear-cut separation. Vulnerability on one front can make a country susceptible to strategic manipulation on the other and, similarly, an advantage in one sphere can become a bargaining chip for getting concessions in the other. The challenge of using the concept of strategic manipulation lies in the fact that it is not always easy to identify an action as part of a grand plan of manipulation. Well-Oiled Diplomacy is about decision making, but at the same time the author does not always explain the microfoundations of how specific decisions were made and who the decision makers were in the initiator and target states. The logic behind the decisions that were made is assumed rather than traced in the interviews with those involved in the actual decision making. The analysis could be strengthened by contrasting the clearly different decision-making styles and capacities of Yeltsin's and Putin's administrations.
Stulberg's Well-Oiled Diplomacy should be welcomed as a valuable contribution to the theory of international relations and area studies. Further research should apply and test the theory advanced in the book in other contexts, as the author himself suggests (219). Russia and its neighboring countries that Stulberg analyzes offer a good base for theory development. However, Russia, as the least likely case to fit the theory (59), provides good confirmation but not a sufficient testing ground. One possibility to further assess the theory is to extend Stulberg's analysis, which ends in 2002, to include more recent developments, such as the tightening of regulation of the oil industry and changes of ownership (Yukos and Sibneft, in particular) and to explain why Russia resorted to bolder actions than strategic manipulation when it significantly raised gas prices for nearly all of its CIS neighbors in 2005. The book is a recommended read for graduate students, specialists on Eurasia, and those interested in energy security. llen Carnaghan's Out of Order looks at Russians' understanding of democracy through a series of intensive interviews. Carnaghan's primary target is the thesis that Russian culture is somehow inimical to democracy and that this cultural straitjacket has hindered democratic consolidation. Various surveys have indicated that Russians hold ambivalent attitudes toward democracy and free markets. Carnaghan's argument is that such attitudes are not evidence of hostility among Russians toward democracy per se, but rather indicate E dissatisfaction with the functioning of existing institutions. For Carnaghan, political values are more likely to be a function of the perceptions of one's own social environment than they are of any deep-rooted cultural legacies. Her goal is "to show that it is the disorderly nature of social life-not inherited authoritarianism-that best explains the nature of Russian social and political values" (39).
In chapter 3, Carnaghan reviews the main limitations of mass surveys and lays out the research design. She conducted in-depth interviews with sixty Russians between 1998 and 2003. She appears to have maximized variance among her respondents as best as she could and also conducted similarly structured interviews with a smaller set of American respondents for a comparative perspective.
Chapters 4-8 constitute the empirical core of the book. Chapter 4 looks at responses to questions about legislative and executive institutions. Her respondents registered many complaints about the State Duma, a finding that is echoed in much of the mass survey literature. Carnaghan argues that this does not represent disdain for representative institutions but instead demonstrates dissatisfaction with the way that Russia's parliament has operated. Indeed, many of her respondents acknowledged the essentiality of a legislature that acts as a check on the president's power. Much of the cultural-determinist literature that is skeptical of the prospects for democracy in Russia centers on the assumption that Russians have a preference for strong, authoritarian leaders who will provide stability. Many of Carnaghan's Moscow-based respondents voice such preferences through their praise of Mayor Yuri Luzhkov and their measured praise of Putin. However, Carnaghan argues that the popularity of Luzhkov and Putin does not reflect the authoritarian impulses of her respondents. Instead, these leaders were praised for their effectiveness. Overall, she found a great deal of overlap between her Russian and American respondents in terms of their criteria for effective presidential leadership, and her Russian respondents did not evince any notable enthusiasm for authoritarian rulers.
Chapter 5 looks at evaluations of the market economy. Although many of Carnaghan's Russian respondents disapproved of certain aspects of the country's economic transition, there was little support for full-scale redistribution of wealth. Indeed, the Russians were as supportive of the principle of desert as the American respondents. The core of Carnaghan's argument is presented in chapter 6. Here she asks her respondents to describe their perceptions of social disorder. Her respondents vary in the extent to which they see their own lives and the country as characterized by disorder. Furthermore, those who saw disorder as endemic were more likely to express less enthusiasm for democracy. What are the implications of this? To the extent that Russians are not overly enthusiastic about their country's democratic transition, Carnaghan argues, this is largely because they have experienced so much economic and social chaos. If the country's socioeconomic situation can be rectified, Russians seem to have the "right" values to build a functioning democracy.
Several minor problems are present in this work. First, if political values fluctuate alongside changes in the social environment, it may have made more sense to compare Russians with citizens of another country that has experienced similar levels of social disorder. Would one find the same correlations between perceptions of social disorder and suspicion of democracy? Second, considering the fact that the interviews were conducted between 1998 and 2003, it is surprising that Carnaghan spends little time discussing temporal variation in her respondents' assessments of democracy and markets. Finally, many Russia analysts have detected growing nationalism in Russia, a dimension that is unfortunately not covered.
Despite these minor complaints, Carnaghan succeeds admirably in dispelling the myth that Russians are ineluctably drawn toward authoritarian leaders. She shows that the authoritarian attitudes that do exist are largely derived from perceptions of social disorder rather than cultural legacies. Perhaps as important, this work will hopefully become a model of exemplary qualitative research.
Carnaghan's open-ended interviews provided for a more intimate understanding of Russians' orientations toward democracy, and her findings complement those uncovered by survey researchers.
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